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Application No. 10/713,580 Docket No.: 1630-0412PUS1 

Amendment dated December 15, 2008 

After Final Office Action of September 15, 2008 

REMARKS 

Favorable reconsideration of this application, as presently amended and in light of the 
following discussion, is respectflilly requested. 

■ Claims 1, 3-13, 15-17, 19-22, 25-26. 28-39 and 41-54 are pending, with claims 1 , 3, 8, 

1 

12, 1;7, 25, 30-31, 34-35, 39, 41 and 50 amended, and claims 2, 14 and 40 cancelled without 
prejudice or disclaimer by the present amendment. Claims 1, 12, 17, 25, 30, 34, 39 and 50 are 
independent. 

i In the Official Action, claims 1-2, 12-17, 19-22, 25-26, 28-37, 39-40, 42-45 and 50-54 
wereirejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by Lamkin (U.S. Patent Pub. No. 
2005/0251749, now U.S. Patent No. 7,545,515). Claims 3-11, 38, 41 and 46-49 were indicated 

as containing allowable subject matter. 

\ Applicant acknowledges with appreciation the indication of allowable subject matter. 

i Claims 1, 12 and 39 are amended to recite the features of previously pending claims 2, 14 

and 40. Claims 1, 12, 17, 25, 30, 34, 39 and 50 are amended to replace the term "Internet" with 

tlie term "network interface." Claims 3, 8, 31, 35 and 41 are amended to maintain antecedent 

support. Support for this amendment is found in Applicant's originally filed specification. No 

new (natter is added. 

Briefly recapitulating, amended claim 1 is directed to 

A method for reproducing contents information in a device, comprising: 

a) synchronously reproducing data read from a recording medium and 
contents information downloaded fi-om a contents provider server connected via a 
network interface, said contents information being associated with the data read 
' from the recording medium; 
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b) sending a command for requesting re-sending of specific contents 
i information to the contents provider server, with reference to specific information 
i contained in normally reproduced last contents information, if reception of said 
' contents information fi"om said contents provider server is suspended or delayed; 
! and 

c) synchronously reproducing said specific contents information re-sent 
i fi-om said contents provider server in response to said command and data read 
I from said recording medium, 

' wherein said specific information contained in said normally reproduced 

\ last contents information includes at least one of playback time information, 
i contents inlbrmation offset information, and offeet information of said data read 
; fi-om said recording medium. 

, Lamkin describes a method comprising: 

a) receiving a removable media; 

b) checking if the removable media supports media soiu-ce integration; 

c) checking if the removable media source is a DVD responsive to the 
i removable media supporting source integration; 

d) checking whether the device is in a movie mode or a system mode 
■ responsive to the removable media being a DVD; 

I e) launching standard playback and thereafter returning to step (a) responsive 

: to the device being in the movie mode; 

i f) checking if the device has a default player mode of source integration 

; when the device is in the system mode; 

g) launching standard playback and thereafter returning to step (a) responsive 
i to the device not having a default player mode of source integration; 

h) checking if the removable media contains a device-specific executable 
i program when the device having a default player mode of source integration; 

i) executing the device-specific executable program when the device has the 
; device-specific executable program and thereafter returning to step (a); 

j) checking whether the device has a connection to a remote media source; 
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k) launching a default file from the removable media when the device does 
; not have a remote media source connection and thereafter returning to step (a); 

1) checking whether the remote media source has content relevant to the 
removable media; 

m) displaying the relevant content when the relevant content exists and 
thereafter returning to step (a); 

n) otherwise launching a default file fi-om the removable media and 
i thereafter returning to the step (a); and 

o) returning to step (f). 

i As a first point of order, Applicant submits that Lamkin is not prior art to Applicant's 
claimed invention. Lamkin was filed on May 20, 2005. Lamkin claims priority to a number of 
priorfiled applications, the earliest of which being filed in the U.S. on April 21, 1999. Applicant 
submits that the specification of lamkin does not support the claims of Lamkin being used as a 
basis: of rejection of Applicant's claimed invention. Thus, Applicant submits that the true filing 
date pf Lamkin is May 20, 2005, which is after Apphcant's claimed filing date of November 12, 
2003- 

Furthermore, contrary to the Official Action, paragraphs [0047] to [0053] of Lamkin do 
not disclose or suggest "sending or receiving a command contingent on whether or not the 
reception of contents is suspended or delayed." Indeed, paragraph [0050] of Lamkin describes 
that an application programming interface (API) facilitates the playback of audio and/or video 
embedded within a web page. The application programming interface (API) can play back fiiU- 
screeh video or video within a web page window (sub window). Audio and/or video is embedded 
within a HTML-encoded page by use of an appropriate tag such as, but not limited to, the object 
tag (for the Microsoft Windows operating system) and the embed tag (for the Apple Macintosh 
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Liberate operating system). Table 4 of Lamkin describes various embedded APIs. However, 
none of these APIs disclose or suggest sending or receiving a command contingent on whether or 
not the reception of contents is suspended or delayed. Indeed, Applicant is unable to identify the 
term's "suspend" and "delay," or synonyms thereof, anywhere within Lamkin. 
Indejpendent claim 30 recites, inter alia: 

b) sending a command for requesting adjustment of a contents information 
bit rate to said contents provider server, if a size of contents information 
; downloaded into a buffer memory of said recording medium device and not yet 
reproduced is smaller than or equal to a first predetermined reference value or 
I greater than or equal to a second predetennined reference value . 

; However, contrary to the Official Action, paragraphs [0054] to [0083] of Lamkin do not 
disclose or suggest the above-identified feature. Paragraph [0060] of Lamkin describes an 
application programming interface (API) that provides interaction with hardware platform (402) 
by means of commands (or methods), properties, and events. Commands (also called methods) 
are executed to control the playback of, search of, and navigation through video and/or audio 
content. The environment can be queried to ascertain the status of various properties. Events are 
triggered by tlie occurrence, of various operating or playback conditions and .ser\'e to provide 
notification of these playback conditions. Events are essential for scripting and the simultaneous 
presentation of the media content (audio and/or video) with other web assets (such as text, 
graphics, etc.). Thus, properties are passive (provided in response to queries) and events are 
activie (provided without queries). However, none of the triggers described in Lamkin 
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correspond to Applicant's claimed conditional step of sending a command for requesting a bit 
rate ladjiLstment. 

I Independent claim 34 is directed to 

A method for providing contents information in a contents provider server , 

comprising; 

a) sequentially sending contents information whose sending is requested by 
I a device connected via a network interface, said contents infomiation being 

associated with data to be reproduced in the device; and 

b) adjusting the bit rate in response to a command for requesting adjustment 
i of a contents information bit rate and sending the requested contents information at 
, the adjusted bit rate. 

I Paragraph [0060] of Lamkin describes commands (also called methods) that are executed 
to control the playback of, search of, and navigation through video and/or audio content. The 
environment can be queried to ascertain the status of various properties. Events are triggered by 
the occurrence of various operating or playback conditions and ser\'e to provide notification of 
these playback conditions. Events are essential for scripting and the simultaneous presentation of 
the ihedia content (audio and/or video) with other web assets (such as text, graphics, etc.). Thus, 
propjsrties are passive (provided in response to queries) and events are active (provided without 
queries). 

i However, Lamkin does not disclose or suggest 1) Applicant's claimed step of 
sequentially sending contents information fi-om a server; or 2) Applicant's claimed step of 
adju$ting a bit rate of the server in response to a command for requesting adjustment of a 
contents information bit rate and sending the requested contents information at the adjusted bit 
rate. i 
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i 

MPEP § 2131 notes that "[a] claim is anticipated only if each and every element as set 
forth in the claim is found, either expressly or inherently described, in a single prior art 
reference." Verdegaal Bros. v. Union Oil Co. of California, 814 F.2d 628, 631, 2 US PQ2d 1051, 
1053 (Fed. Cir. 1987). See also MPEP § 2131.02. ^The identical invention must be shown in as 
complete detail as is contained in the ... claim." Richardson v. Suzuki Motor Co., 868 F.2d 1226, 
1236, 9 USPQ2d 1913, 1920 (Fed. Cir. 1989). Because Lamkin does not disclose or suggest all 
of the features recited in claims 1, 12, 17, 25, 30, 34, 39 and 50, Lamkin does not anticipate the 
invention recited in claims 1, 12, 17, 25, 30, 34, 39 and 50, and all claims depending therefrom. 
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j In view of the above amendment, applicant believes the pending application is in 
condition for allowance. 

j Should there be any outstanding matters that need to be resolved in the present 
application, the Examiner is respectfully requested to contact Michael E. Monaco, Reg. No. 
52,04 1 , at the telephone number of the undersigned below, to conduct an interview in an effort to 
expedite prosecution in connection with the present application. 

If necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized in this, concurrent, and future replies 
to charge payment or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02-2448 for any additional 
feesjrequired under 37.C.F.R. §§1.16 or 1.17; particularly, extension of time fees. 

Dated: December 15, 2008 Respectfully submitted, 



Esther H. Chong 

Registration No.: 40,953 VJ 
BIRCH, STEWART, KOLASCH & BIRCH, LLP 
8110 Gatehouse Road 
Suite 100 East 
P.O. Box 747 

Falls Church, Virginia 22040-0747 
(703) 205-8000 
Attorney for Applicant 
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